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The Athenian Mercury. 


Quett. 1.\\Y AAT we are to think. of Jofe- 
phus bis Teftimony of our Sa- 
viour, whether genuine or no ? 

Anfw. We ne’re yet could fee any con- 
vincing reafon.to believe it orherwife. °*Tis 
found in his 18th Lib.Cap. 6. “ About this 
“ rime, fays he, there was one Jefus, a wife 
“man, if ic be lawful to call him a man, 
“who wrought Miracles, and taught them 
“ who embraced the Truth with gladnefs. 
“ He had many followers, both Jews and 
“¢ Gentiles; the fame was Chrift. And 
“¢ tho’ Pilate by the Judgment of our Elders 
“ delivered him to be Crucified, yet he 
“ had thofe which from the beginning lo- 
“ved him. He appeared unto them alive 
“¢ the third day after his fuffering, as was 
“ fore-told by the holy Prophets. Not only 
“thefe, but innumerable more wondrous 
“ things are reported of him ; and even to 
“© this day the Chriftians encreafe who took 
“ their name from him.—~Thus far he, and 
let never any more ask the Queftion—why 
‘Fofephus took no notice of our Saviours Ap- 
pearance, Refurrection and Miracles, ( Vid. 
Qu,——) when he actually does take no- 
tice of em, and that in fo noble and augutt 
a manner as we have recited. Nor wants 
there the moft probable epupenns to 
prove this paflage genuine. ofephus wasa 
curious and careful Hiftorian, he omits not 
rhe Jeaft paflages, much lefs was he likely to 
do what.vou'd make fo much noife as this. 
He takes notice of Yoh the Baptift, who 
was but our Saviours fore-runner, and bore 
witnefs of him—giving an account of his 
Birth, Preaching, Baptifm, Enemies, Impri- 
fonment, Death, and even the ends of his 
Perfecutors. Befides, had he not been at leaft 
welleaffeéted to the Chriftian Religion, and 
therefore likely to write at that rate; how 
comes he not once to {peak ill of it chro’out 
al] his Works, which the Jews were feldom 
very {paring of doing? Again, Eufebins quotes 


at large this very paflage in his firft Book . 


and 12 Chap; -( according to Haumers divi- 
fion) and after mentioning it, glories in 
it. —‘* Whar fhife or refuge, fays he, have 
“chofe impudent perfons who have forged 
“ Writings out of their own Brains contra- 
“ ry to thefe paflages? Is it likely he wou'd 
talk of others Forgery, had he not been fe- 
cure that what he himfelf produced was 
fincere and genuine? Befides, tho’ we deny 
not that fome forged Pieces might even by 
this time be fpread about the Church, or 
at leaft fuch as were attributed to thofe 
who were none of their Authors; and tho’ 
fome things might be ftruck out of the Fa- 
thers, which might.not. pleafe thofe who 
fucceeded em ; yet there cannot Inftances 
be fo eafily given of things added_unto ‘em 
fo early—at leaft this feems not feazible in 


the Writings of Fo/ephus, who had given fo 
many Copies abroad, as he himéelf tells us, 
and whofe Book it felf. was placed among 
the Emperors in the Publick Library.——- 
Befides, had any fuch thing been done, wou'd 
not the Jews or Heathens have loudly re 
claim’d againft the Chriftians for fuch a 
Forgery, or at leaft againit Ewfebius for 
making ufe on’t, efpecially when he gives 
them fo fair an occafion, and which in a 
manner defies ‘em all to do it ? 

Queft, 2. Our Saviour afcended corporally 
into Heaven. *T1s [aid no flefh fhall fee God— 
How do thefe agree ? 

Anfw. This is fo frivolous a doubt, that 
were it not for the Querifts importunity, 
we fhou’d not think ic worth an Anfiver. 
It’s no where {aid, no fleih thal! fee God— 
But no man fhall fee my Face and live—yer 
we hope after Death the Ju(t fhall fee the 
Face of God, and their Bodies as well as 
Souls fhall be in Heaven. There’s.a place 
indeed fomewhat like what the Querift al- 
ledges, which we are apc to believe he in- 
deed intended—-’Tis that « Cor. 15. Fleth 
and Blood cannot inherit the Kingdom of 
God—That is, the Body of man, 'in:fuch a 
{tate as ‘tis now, cannot enter into Glory— 
but “tis added— we thall be changed into 
Angelicam fubftantiam,as Tertullian calls it— 
we fhall be made like to Angels—nay, our 
vile Bodies thall be like the glorious Body 
of Chrift. 

Quelt. 3. What's the meaning of that Text, 
Matth. 26.29. But J fay unto you, 1 will not 
drink henceforth of the fruie of the Vine, until 
that day when I drink it new with you in my 
Fathers Kingdom ? 

Anfw. We dare not, tho’ fome have been 
of that mind, interpret this of the Time of 
the Millennium, \eft the conceit fhou’d feem 
too grofs, tho’ we are fure that Angels have 
eat and drunk with men , nay our Saviour 
did as much after his Refurre@ion. And 
indeed to that eating and drinking of his we 
are more inclin'd to refer this Re/olution,chan 
toany others namely, either chat wich the 
Travellers at Emmaus, which fome of the 
Fathers underftand tohave been a Sacramen- 
tal Feaft; however, it’s. probable enough 
they had the Fruic of the Vine, or Wine 
there, which was the ordinary drink of rhe 
Country. Now the time after our Saviours 
Refurrection, when the great work of mans 
Redemption was accomplifht, is fometimes 
call’d in the Scriptures the Kingdom of God, 
or the Kingdom of Heaven. Repent ye, fays 
Sc. Fobn Bapt. for, the Kirgdom of Heaven is 
at hand, namely,the Times of the Mefiah, and 
Fofeph is faid to be one that waited for the 
Kingdom of God.. Now that this is the fenfe 
thereof, and that our Saviour here refers to 
his fucure eating afid drinking with his Dit « 
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ciples after his Refurrection, we think is 
pretty plain, from what we find in the fame 
Hiftory as related by St. Luke, chap. 22.from 
v. 16. to 18. “ I fay unto you, I will not eat 
“ any more thereof (of this Paffover) until 
«+ be fulfilled in the Kingdom of God ; 
which feems to bear the fame fenfe with 
what follows— “I will not drink of the 
© Pegit of che Vine until the Kingdom of 
“ God thal] come. He woud not eat the 
Paffover until ‘twas fulfilled, that is compleat- 
ed, the Prophetical Type in the great Anti- 
type, Chrift our Pafjover, who being once 
offered for us, fulfilled that and other parts 
of the Typical Ceremonial Law— after 
which he eat the Patlover again, chat is, the 
Ld’s Supper inftituted in its room,which we 
ought not to believe he tarried fo long as 
forty days with the Difciples without once 
celebrating ; and accordingly did partake of 
the Hime as well as the Bread, and thus drink 
it anew with them in his Fathers Kingdom— 
which he refus'd to do at his laft supper, 
becaufe he was approaching to the lowelt 
Degree of his Exinanition, his Agonies in 
the Garden, when his Soul was_ exceeding 
forrowful even to Death, as well as his Paf- 
fion. which foon after fucceeded —— 
And here at leaft we may have room for 
2 Query, tho’ we lay not much ftrefs upon’t 
——Whether when the Souldiers gave him 
upon the Crofs Wine mingled with Myrrh, 
which when he had tafted thereof, he re- 
fufed to drink, whether the reafon of fuch 
his refufal was not this Promife ?— “ That 
“he would not drink of the Fruic of the 
“ Vine, till he drunk it in his Fathers King- 
“dom. Weare noc ignorant that feveral 
other reafons are alledged for it; but this 
may appear as probable as any. 

Quelt. 4. Wherher it were a fin in Jacob 
ro de fraud his Brother of the BlefJing £ 

Anfw. Had he only defired old Ifaac’s 
Bleffing, or had he got it by fair means, 
without repeated Lies, we think he had 
done nothing but what was lawful,nay com- 
mendable. Further. had he defired the Ble/- 
(ine of the Firft born, this we alfo think he 
mighe lawfully have done, and obtained it 
too, becaufe he had fometime before fairly 
purchated the Birth-right of his Brother Efau, 
So that he did not fo properly defraud E/au, 
2s F/au wou'd-have defrauded him, had he 
enjoyed the Bleffing, which was a fort of 
a perquifite to the Birth-right, and was 
therefore by E/a« formally renounced to- 
gether with ir, and fold for a Mefs of Pot- 
tage to Yacob. Our Judgment then is, That 
Facob finned not in getting the Bleffing ic 
felf, tho” he did in che manner of his getting 
ic, and making ule of Lies to obtain it. 

Queit. 5. Jetle is fatd to have eight Sons, in 
Sam. 16. and but feven, in 1 Chron. 2. 
How do you make this agree &e. 

Anj. Very ealily; tho’ he had not only 
eight, but in all eleven Sons mentioned in 
Samuel, and but feven in the Chronicles, it’s 
plain he had eleven when Samuel came to 
view ‘em; for he made Eliab, Abinadab and 


Shamma firft to pafs before him. Again, he 
made feven of his Sons pafs before him,v.10, 
and after al! the youngeft, David, was fetch- 
ed from the Field, who made up their num- 
ber Elever.— But if he had never fo many 
more, they might all die, as /ome of ’em, no 
doubt, did before their Father; and there- 
fore Four of ’em being deceas’d, and thar 
probably without Name or Iffue. the other 
{urviving, feven are only enrolled in the 
Chronicles, and their names tran{mitted to 
Pofterity. 

Queft. 6. Wherein confifted David's fin, in 
numobring the P¢ ople ? 

Anfw. Some think ’twas in that he there- 
by feemed to attempt the falfifying or con- 
tradiction of God’s Promife, who had faid, 
they fhould beas the Sea fhore.inuumerable. 
—But that feems but a figurative expref- 
fion; and befides, they were actually xum- 
ber'd both when they came out of Evyprjand 
at the forty years end, as well as at their re- 
turn from the Captivity, and other times 
befides, as we fhall anon prove. Another 
reafon which is given for’t, is—thar his fin 
was Pride, and that being now with his 
People in a flourifhing condition, his mind 
was too much elated, and thereupon to feed 
that humour more, he was refolved to have 
the number of his People. But it might be 
as well from a Political Reafon, to know 
the {trength of his People; or ifa little va- 
nity might be mixt with it, it hardly feems 
to deferve fo fevere 2 punifhment ; or if it 
had, how could the People be juftly punith- 
ed for David's fin? —It muft then confift in 
fomewhat wherein the People might'be 
sartakers with him, and this the Devil 
owen who therefore ftood up againtt 7/rael, 
and provoked Vavidto number em,1 Chron 
21.1. And this oad plainly intimates, v. 3. 
“ Why doth my Lord require this thing >—~ 
Why will he be a Caufe of Tre/pafs in If: ael ? 
Now what this Trefpafs was which David 
caus'd*em to commit, we may have a fair 
guefs from the 30th of Exodus v.12: When 
“thou takeft the fum of the Children of 
* Ufrael after their number, then fhall they 
““ give every mana Ranfom for his Soul 
“unto the Lord when thou numbreft them, 
“ —that there be no Plaque amongft them 
“when thou zumbreft them.. Hence we 
learn evidently— that if the Children of If- 
rael were number’d without paying this Ran- 
fom, a Plague woud follow. We are fure 
now that they were zamber’d,and that a Plague 
did follow; therefore we may very ftrongly 
infer, that it was fof want of this Ranfom, 
which either David did not require em to 
pay, the Priefts being rich, and the Temple 
not yet built,or the hafte of the work would 
not permit ‘em to do it, which feems to be 
afudden motion rais’d in bis mind by the 
Adverfary, and as fuddenly imparted to Fo- 
ab , who with the Rulers of the People only 
was commanded to number I/rael,no mention 
being made of the High-Prie?, who was pre- 
fent when they were firft number’d by Mo/es 
in the Wildernefs. 
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